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solano Court rm ureau
2210 Boynton Ave., Suite E. Fairfield, C, alif. 94533. (7071 425.8044

~FED Bay-Delt~ Program
1416~,NAnth Str~t, S~ite I~55
Sa~amento, CA 958~4

A~tn: N:, ~,¢k Breitenbach

Re: Addendum to Selene Cout~ty Let.te~: dated June 29, 1998 from Paul Lure,

Dear Mr. Breitenbach~

The~e are additional cotm~ents on the March ]9W8 Draft o£ th= CALFED
Bay-Delta Program ?=ogra~at~c Env~.ronmental Imp.eat Statement
/Enviro~ental Impact Report,

i.       Given the extent and complexity of ~he program , ~he ¢o~ent p~rlod has
be~n exceedingly shor~, even w~.~h ~:~e eKtension. The s~Ort
p~rlod has placed an undue burden on those who ~a~ have wished to

The (]eographic analytic framework of the draft EIR/E~S places an

under their =esponslbilit~. Breaking do~ progta~s~ati~ impact areas into
~hree broad ze~ions : Delta.~ Sacrament0, a~d San Joaquin. These large
breakdowns mask ~.mportant and sipnific~nt ~.mpacts, Economic ~mpacts pn
say, Selene ~ounty are likely to be different than those on YelP. The
impacts on the city ~: Sacramento wil! be diffaran~ than those on ~io
Vlsta, ~mpacts need to be addressed in terms of easily defined

9eographi¢ or biological regions,

Th~ %erm "Environmental Resto~atlon" ~s ;~ot clearl9 ~flned,
to what? -~950 conditions? 1900 c~nditi0ns? ~72’0 conditions? Because the
te~m is vag~e].y defined it should not be u~d ~ince no clear environmental
~mpacts can be defined except in specific terms of spec~flo species.

changes wrought by mat~ at%d nature have made "restoration of nabltat" an
impo=sibility.

The EIR must then ~et ~,,t". ,pec~e On~.1~ ~£ the p~ogr~. Th~ notion of
"adaptive management" l~aves goals and obJective~ so eden to , c~n~inulng
modification that farmers affected by the ~Io~ram would be faced with
situation of perpetual un~erta~.nty, For example, If anadzomous fish
ace)love ~ome a.zceptable level of population, 5h~n do a~l~stratozs have
~he option to tel J ~;hose who already~modified ~hair farming praotLces to
achieve tl~at ~oal that now there is a new obje~tive to resto~ native
and ~h,~ now p~’actiee~ invul~i,ig bon~l’ bees mus~ be., cba~ge~ (apis
meliffera is an e~otic

It is a setiou~ flaw of the EIS/EIR thau the goals and obpectives of land.
~o~versions to ncn-c~Al~ivated env~ro~menta! purposes are so vaguely
as to nO~ permit an ~dequat~ assessment of impacts.

KIR/EIS to al~ow ~he CAL?~;:D p=o~ran’, the possibility to provlda ~armers w~th
the necessary assuranc~ of frccdom from undue ~T~t~/~z’~nce i~
pra¢~icea to allow the prugram to proceed,
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4. The economic impa~t ¢~alys~ falls short in several regards. By folding
in economic impacts in a large diverse the serious impacts
concealed. C~tainlw th~ removal of 64, 000 acze~ of ~:’Icul~uzaj, land
Selene County wil! have a major impact cn farmgate production there. But

from within the entire d~lta region, Reductions &n tomato harvests will
likely adversely affect the tomato procsssin~ pant in Dixon. g~%tctaons in
wheat and corn w~,il adversely impact supplies for General Mills in Vallejo,
Will reduced sg production in the D~ita maks dredging ~he channels los,

Stockton, both of wblch serve Selene

The EISiEIR does no~ adequately address the econo~tlc impact of the proposed
massive land co~versions on a~1 c~mpon@nts ~f ~he agricultural e~n~my -
production, processing, transportation and marketin~ ~ within the regional
economy. Rather, very serious impacts are zasked By l~mpin9 impact.
together with all the economic sectors In an econo,,iC~ily diverse re~ion.

AgriGultural prOdUCtion and processing provides at least 50% of the
~ndustrlal base of Selene county, Th~ EIR mus~ Contain a complete analysis

infrastructure, of the program on this county.

Indeed a county by county i,,pact analysis should be provided.

5,       The draft EIR/EIS makes very clear that the problem area beiag
by the CALFED program ~s that of the statutory Delta, but that the soluti~
encompasses ~lmost the entire state. It is entirely feasible to believe
that as California’s population increases and without additional
storage in the sta~%, DOth ,ground water from Sol,no Count~ and water from
~ak~ B~rry~ssa will he necessary to maintain water q~al~ty in the Delta.

factor in strategies to increase i,~ fish and wil~li~e populations. A

Selene resources a~d additional secondary impacts on agriculture ~.n Solano

necsssity for an adequate programmatic
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